We summarize prior theories on the adaptation process of the contemporary immigrant second generation as a prelude to presenting additive and interactive models showing the impact of family variables, school contexts and academic outcomes on the process. For this purpose, we regress indicators of educational and occupational achievement in early adulthood on predictors measured three and six years earlier. The Children of Immigrants Longitudinal Study, used for the analysis, allows us to establish a clear temporal order among exogenous predictors and the two dependent variables. We also construct a Downward Assimilation Index, based on six indicators and regress it on the same set of predictors. Results confirm a pattern of segmented assimilation in the second generation, with a significant proportion of the sample experiencing downward assimilation. Predictors of the latter are the obverse of those of educational and occupational achievement. Significant interaction effects emerge between these predictors and early school contexts, defined by different class and racial compositions. Implications of these results for theory and policy are examined.
Immigration since the mid-1960s has transformed the demographic composition of the United States. As of 2008, there were 39.9 million foreign-born persons living in the country, representing 13 percent of the population. This is the largest percentage since 1890 (Passel 2009 ). In more recent decades, immigrants and children brought to the United States at an early age have become the fastest growing component of the American population ages 18 or younger. Today, they represent close to a fourth of young Americans (Rumbaut 2005 (Rumbaut , 2008 . Second generation Mexican-Americans number more than 8 million, with an average age of 12. Clearly, the future of this young population as it reaches adulthood and seeks to integrate socially and economically is of interest to all (Hirschman 2001) .
The purpose of this article is to explore the distinct paths of adaptation taken by the second generation. While the initial focus of the research was on the immigrants themselves, it quickly became apparent that the course of their offsprings' adaptation was as important, if not more so. First-generation migrants are a notoriously mobile population; many return to their countries of origin or move back and forth (Zhou 1997; Levitt 2001) . They are in America, but not yet of it (Glazer 1954) . By contrast, their offspring, American citizens by birth or naturalization, are here to stay and can claim their rights as full members of U.S. society.
However, these children of immigrants are not always successful in educational or occupational attainments, and this divergence has given rise to disparate theories on Direct correspondence to William J. Haller, Clemson University, Department of Sociology and Anthropology, 134 Brackett Hall, Clemson, SC 29634. E-mail: whaller@clemson.edu. the future of this young population. To complicate matters further, contemporary immigration is split between a high human capital movement of university-level professionals and technicians and a low human capital flow of poorly educated workers. While professionals and entrepreneurs were by no means absent among European immigrants at the turn of the 20 th century, the bulk of that wave of immigration was composed of unskilled workers (Handlin 1973; Warner and Srole 1945) . At present, the relative number of highly skilled immigrants is much higher because their arrival has been stimulated by provisions in the immigration law responding to the changing needs of the American economy and labor market (Portes and Rumbaut 2006) .
In addition to differences in the human capital brought by immigrants, there is the equally important factor of differences in the context that receives them. The concept of "mode of incorporation" was coined to highlight key aspects of these contexts of reception pertaining, respectively, to the attitudes of the authorities and the public at large, plus the character of the pre-existing ethnic community. By and large, the mode of incorporation of high human capital immigrants is positive: it is defined by legal status and a receptive, or at least neutral, stance by the native-born population (Portes and Rumbaut 2006; Zhou 2001) . When a co-ethnic community exists, it is generally affluent, being formed by earlier migrants with comparable levels of education. By contrast, manual labor immigrants commonly arrive illegally and, by reason of this status, a relatively low level of education and predominantly non-white physical features, are subjected to a negative reception by the authorities and the host population (Suarez-Orozco 1987; Rumbaut 2005) . Also, pre-existing co-ethnic communities are frequently weak and lacking in resources needed to counteract a negative official reception (Lopez and Stanton Salazar 2001; Menjivar 2008) . 1 Matters are further complicated because differences in human capital and modes of incorporation among first-generation immigrants tend to overlap with geographical disparities in their origins. Immigrants with high human capital who receive positive reception generally come from Asia; manual laborers and negatively received migrants mostly arrive from Latin America and the Caribbean. China, Korea, India and the Philippines are the principal sources of high human capital immigration; Mexico, Central America, Haiti and the West Indies are the main origins of the massive lowskill flow (Passel 2009; Bean and Stevens 2003; Zhou et al. 2008) . These divergent origins and composition of the immigrant first generation set the initial conditions for adaption of the second generation. Unlike the relatively uniform class origins and modes of incorporation exhibited by earlier European immigrants, the bifurcation of contemporary immigration creates very different opportunities and resources for its offspring. These differences have given rise to alternative theories on the course of adaptation of this population and its prospects for the future.
An immediate difficulty with Alba and Nee's rescue attempt is that, in its effort to respond to the numerous critiques of assimilation theory, it gave so much ground as to turn it into an all-encompassing and unfalsifiable set of generalities. When "mainstream" can signify anything from the upper-class to the minority poor, and assimilation may or may not happen across generations, there is little heuristic power left in the theory. Such statements can be readily accepted without advancing any specific prediction about the course of adaptation followed or to be followed by foreign groups. In the end, Alba and Nee's assimilationism devolves into a benign expectation that immigrants and their descendants will eventually join, in one way or another, a multifaceted American mainstream (Alba and Nee 2003; Portes and Rumbaut 2005) .
Another pair of authors, Perlmann and Waldinger, has adopted a more muscular approach asserting that the process of immigrant incorporation today is not fundamentally different from what happened to early European immigrants and their descendants (Perlmann and Waldinger 1997) . They criticize the conventional depiction of assimilation into American life as too linear and too unproblematic. In reality, they believe, the process was far more difficult and complex and not too different, in that sense, to the barriers confronted by today's foreign migrants (Waldinger 2007) .
At its core, Perlmann and Waldinger's theorizing comes down to the assertion that, despite the major bifurcation of contemporary immigration, nothing significant has changed and the process of assimilation will unfold along pretty much the same lines as it always has. To buttress this position, Perlmann conducted a detailed comparison of the educational and occupational attainment of Italian immigrants and their descendants at the turn of the 20 th century and of Mexicans and their offspring at present (Perlmann 2005) . The difficulty is that Perlmann's data do not support his theory very well, as he is repeatedly compelled to acknowledge differences in the adaptation process of both groups and the unusual difficulties that Mexican-American children face in competing for educational and economic mobility today. The study finds that the Mexican second generation is doubly handicapped by its lower educational achievement relative to whites and by the much higher returns to education at present relative to those facing Italian-Americans in an earlier period. Hence, "the Mexican [second generation] brings their great handicap in educational profile into the labor market in the worst possible context, when the returns to educational advantage are higher than at any point in the period 1940 to 2000." (Perlmann 2005:95) Further, Perlmann notes that while 9 percent of native white males and 16 percent of black males left school without a high school diploma in 2000, the rate among second-generation Mexican-American males was 33 percent. This huge disparity leads him (2005:82) to acknowledge that, "Mexican-American dropout rates should bring to mind the warnings of the segmented assimilation hypothesis: that an important part of the contemporary second generation will assimilate downwards."
Segmented assimilation theory asserts that the big disparities in human capital and modes of incorporation among contemporary immigrants necessarily translate into patterned differences in the course of adaptation followed by their offspring.
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The power of these two causal factors is supplemented by a third -family structure. In addition to differences in human capital, contemporary immigrant groups also vary in the extent to which families remain together. The three factors jointly play a significant role, according to the theory, as these children confront barriers to educational and occupational mobility in contemporary society (Portes and Rumbaut 2006; Rumbaut 2005; Zhou 1997 ).
Barriers to successful adaptation, according to this theory, are three-fold: first, lingering racial prejudice because the majority of today's second generation is non-white; second, de-industrialization and the bifurcation of the American labor market into highly-paid professional occupations requiring advanced training and low-paid manual jobs; third, the proliferation of gangs and the drug trade that provide an alternative path to staying in school and completing an education (Portes and Zhou 1993) .
These obstacles interact with the human capital and mode of incorporation of immigrant groups, leading to several distinct paths of adaptation: many second-generation youths succeed educationally and economically riding on stable families, high human capital in the parental generation and a positive mode of incorporation; others succeed, despite low parental education and income, because of strong families and cohesive co-ethnic communities that support parental discipline and guidance. Still others confront barriers to successful adaptation with the disadvantages linked to low parental human capital, a negative mode of incorporation because of race or undocumented status, and weak co-ethnic communities. These children are at risk of undergoing downward assimilation, thus labeled because in this case learning American ways would not lead to upward mobility but exactly the opposite. These ways are those of the street -linked to dropping out of school, joining gangs or stagnating into low-paid menial jobs (Zhou and Bankston 1996; Vigil 2002) . Figure 1 summarizes the main tenets of this theory. Empirically, it makes two key predictions: First, that a sizable minority is falling behind because of the barriers it confronts; second, that this minority is not distributed randomly, but concentrated among groups marked by low average parental human capital, a negative mode of incorporation, and/or unstable families.
In opposition to segmented assimilation theory, classical assimilation and its contemporary variants envision a uniform and generally benign process in which the offspring of all immigrants, regardless of national origin and other parental characteristics, integrate more or less swiftly into the American mainstream. The assimilationist position has garnered momentum from a recent study of second-generation adults in New York City. Based on a cross-sectional sample of both second-generation and comparable native minority persons, the study found that, on average, second-generation youths are doing better, educationally and occupationally, than their minority counterparts and have advanced significantly ahead of their parents' generation (Kasinitz et al. 2008) . These results lead these authors to proclaim a blanket "second generation advantage," reversing earlier premonitions by Gans (1992) who had warned about a likely "second generation decline" in the contemporary period. In effect, Kasinitz and his associates dismiss the possibility of downward assimilation to posit a uniform forward path embraced by all or most children of immigrants. Given the size and growth rates of the population of second-generation children and young adults, these alternative theoretical predictions have more than a purely academic interest: if adaptation is uniformly successful, as affirmed by classical assimilation theory and its contemporary supporters, it will pose no problems to American society in the future; on the other hand, if a sizable segment is at risk of downward assimilation, this should be of concern; this path leads to the self-reinforcing structural exclusion long affecting domestic minorities, and perpetuates inner-city poverty and disadvantage (Wacquant and Wilson 1989; Vigil 2002) .
To examine these predictions, longitudinal data are necessary. Such data enable examination of adaptation over time and the sequence leading to particular outcomes. By contrast, cross-sectional surveys of the second generation conducted in adulthood censor those who have been removed from normal patterns of their age cohorts (e.g. through incarceration). Most of the crises leading to negative adaptation outcomes originate in adolescence. This is a shortcoming of the Kasinitz et al. (2008) study, and it weakens the thesis of second-generation advantage.
Methods

Data Source
To examine these questions, we have made use of the Children of Immigrants Longitudinal Study, the largest longitudinal dataset focused on the second generation. Census data alone do not suffice because the decennial census contains no questions on parental place of birth, making it impossible to identify second-generation respondents. Similarly, the CPS permits only "limited longitudinal analysis and the investigation of short-run labor dynamics" (Bureau of Labor Statistics 2002:12-13) , and its respondents from immigrant communities are too few and scattered to permit detailed analysis. CILS is a survey of 5,262 second-generation youths from 77 different nationalities. The operational definition of "second generation" used by this survey is children born in the United States with at least one foreign-born parent or children born abroad who had entered the United States by age 5. The original survey was conducted at average age 14 in 49 schools in the metropolitan areas of Miami/Ft. Lauderdale and San Diego and is representative of second-generation youth in these areas in the early 1990s (Portes and Rumbaut 2005) .
The sample, drawn from the 8 th and 9 th grades, was followed and reinterviewed three years later by the time of high school graduation at average age 17. Students who had dropped out of school were also tracked and, whenever possible, reinterviewed. In total, this follow-up retrieved 4,288 respondents or 81.5 percent of the original sample.
In 2001-03, 10 years after the original survey, a second follow-up was conducted. The sample now averaged 24 years of age and hence "hard" outcomes indicative of different paths of adaptation could be measured. In total, this survey -labeled CILS-III -retrieved 3,613 respondents representing 68.9 percent of the original sample and 84.3 percent of the first follow-up. This level of sample attrition is similar or lower to that found in na-tional surveys conducted in the United States recently, such as the General Social Survey (Smith 2002) . Nevertheless, with 31 percent of the original sample missing, it became necessary to address the issue of missing data.
The limitations of CILS data include both sample attrition in the last follow-up and restriction of the original sample to two gateway cities, Miami and San Diego. Nevertheless, its longitudinal design provides a unique advantage, insofar as it allows us to construct time-ordered causal models of all major second-generation outcomes in early adulthood. Moreover, the CILS design allows us to identify individuals who have dropped out of normal civilian life, such as those behind bars, who are excluded from cross-sectional surveys of the "normal" adult population. Such cases are important, insofar as they provide direct evidence bearing on the likelihood of downward assimilation.
Research Questions
The following analysis seeks to provide answers to these basic questions:
1. Whether distinct paths of adaptation exist in the second generation and, in particular, whether there is evidence of downward assimilation. 2. If so, whether these outcomes are distributed randomly among immigrant nationalities or whether they tend to concentrate in specific groups, according to different levels of parental human capital and modes of incorporation. 3. What are the principal causal factors accounting for observed differences in education, occupational status and other adaptation outcomes among children of immigrants. 4. To what extent academic achievement and educational expectations in adolescence mediate the effects of exogenous parental variables and modes of incorporation on second generation outcomes. 5. To what extent the school contexts that children of immigrants encounter interact with early family variables and subsequent factors in affecting the course of subsequent adaptation. While variations among second-generation nationalities in average years of education are minor, those relating to dropout rates or quitting study after high school are not. Youths who failed to pursue their studies beyond high school range from a low of 6.9 percent among Chinese and Koreans to a high of 26 percent among Nicaraguans, 38 percent among Mexican-Americans in California, and a remarkable 47 percent among children of Cambodian and Laotian refugees. The proportion of second-generation Cambodians and Laotians with no more than a high school education is roughly the same as the proportion of their parents who did not attain this level. Mexican-Americans, on the other hand, have advanced significantly beyond the first generation. Their below-average achievement relative to other nationalities is a consequence of the very low educational levels of most of their first-generation parents (Rumbaut 2005; Lopez and Stanton-Salazar 2001) .
Results
Preliminary Evidence
Family incomes follow closely these differences. The richest nationalities are Cuban in South Florida and Filipino in California. The poorest groups in both mean and median incomes are the two predominantly black nationalities in Florida -Haitians and Jamaicans/West Indians -plus Mexicans and Laotian/Cambodians in California. Median incomes of second-generation Haitians and Laotian/Cambodians are approximately $15,000 lower than those of non-Hispanic whites 18 to 30 years of age in the 2000 U.S. Census ($40,600). Those of Mexican-American and Jamaican-Americans are about $10,000 lower (IPUMS 2000) .
The dictum that "the rich get richer and the poor get children" is well-reflected in these data. At average age 24, only 6.5 percent of second-generation Chinese/Koreans and 10 percent of Cubans have had children. At the opposite end, about a quarter of second-generation Haitians, West Indians and Laotian/Cambodians had children; the figure climbs to a remarkable 48 percent among females of Mexican origin. This fertility rate exceeds that of black females, ages 18-30 in the 2000 U.S. Census (41 percent). Hence, the immigrant nationalities least equipped to move ahead because of school desertion and low family incomes are those most burdened, at an early age, by the responsibility of caring for children; a third generation likely to grow up in conditions of comparable disadvantage (Telles and Ortiz 2008) .
Two final indicators of downward assimilation are incidents of arrests and incarceration. The latter are more serious as they imply the commission and sentencing for a crime. Males are significantly more likely to find themselves behind bars, either arrested or incarcerated. However, among second-generation Chinese and Koreans no one did; among Filipino-Americans the rate was just 6 percent and among Cuban-Americans, a slightly larger figure These results provide tangible evidence of downward assimilation in the second generation. These outcomes are not random but concentrate in particular nationalities, specifically those that were expected to be at greatest disadvantage because of low levels of parental education and incomes and an insecure legal status (Portes and Rumbaut 2006; Telles and Ortiz 2008) . Mexican Americans, Haitian Americans and second-generation Laotians and Cambodians -all groups excluded from the New York study sample (Kasinitz et al. 2008 ) -find themselves in this situation. These results contradict the predictions of assimilationist theories of a benign and uniform adaptation path followed, with minor exceptions, by all children of immigrants.
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The data presented in Table 1 are not adjusted for sample attrition. An analysis of determinants of attrition in the second CILS follow-up reveals that family composition and early high school grades are strong predictors: respondents growing up in single-parent families and with low GPAs in high school were significantly less likely to be included in the final sample. These predictors are also strong determinants of adult outcomes, leading to higher rates of school abandonment, lower occupational attainment, incarceration and childbearing. Findings presented in Table 1 are, therefore, conservative since attrition in the sample is nonrandom. An imputation routine that takes into account the nonrandom character of absent respondents would simply increase the number of cases estimated to undergo downward assimilation.
Measuring Segmented Assimilation
We now turn to the determinants of three relevant objective outcomes pertaining to segmented assimilation: educational attainment, occupational status and 6 indicators of downward assimilation (from Table 1 ). These indicators were aggregated into a single summary index including: (1. abandoned school with less than a high school diploma, (2. annual income below the poverty level, 4 (3. unemployed and not in school, (4. early childbearing, (5. at least one incident of arrest (but not incarcerated), (6. at least one incident of incarceration. The Downward Assimilation Index, therefore, is a count variable representing a set of different negative outcomes in adolescence or early adulthood; it should not be confused with a standard attitudinal scale representing a single underlying dimension. 5 The analyses treat the DAI as a count variable; it is dichotomized into several probit models and re-scaled as a set of indicators reflecting two latent variables. Metric characteristics of DAI and other variables are available from the author upon request. Table 2 presents the distribution of events representing downward assimilation, broken down by categories of the principal exogenous variables. The figures show the DAI to be a well-behaved measure, as the pattern of scores closely reflects theoretical expectations: First, there is a monotonic increase in the proportion of respondents experiencing no negative events with rising parental status and a corresponding decline in those experiencing many such events. Second, children who grew up with both natural parents are 12 percent less likely to experience a single negative outcome than those raised in less conventional types of households. Third, differences among nationalities 744 • Social Forces 89(3) show that the highest proportions experiencing two or more negative life events are found among the most disadvantaged groups -young adults of Mexican, Haitian, Jamaican, West Indian, Laotian and Cambodian origin. Fourteen percent of Chinese/ Koreans are also in this category, but the group also features one of the highest percentages of no incidents. This bi-modal pattern is mainly due to the high proportion of unemployed Chinese. Overall, results add confidence in the DAI as a good summary measure avoiding the clutter of analyzing each individual indicator separately.
In the following analysis, all predictors come from the CILS first and second waves where missing data was not a serious problem. The problem appears with the dependent variables that were measured in the third survey. We conducted several analyses to address the implications of "missingness," including listwise deletion; FIML estimation, when possible, to adjust for missing values while retaining the original sample size; and sensitivity analyses to estimate the models after assigning all missing cases values that indicate negative outcomes. The first and second approaches assume that missing data are random, a common assumption that is often not met but tends to produce conservative results (Allison 2003) . The third approach assumes that "missingness" is not random but instead is related to the outcome. Individuals who are missing in the outcomes tend to have covariate values that suggest that, were they observed, they would score high on downward assimilation. Therefore, this third approach provides an extreme upper bound of what results might have been if the missing had been observed.
The DAI was constructed to quantify and examine determinants of downward assimilation. However, as noted in the theoretical section and in Figure 1 , this is just one of the possible paths taken by the process. To highlight this point and examine determinants of alternative outcomes, we include next regressions of educational and occupational achievement, in early adulthood.
Nested Models
As predictors of all three dependent variables, we use the variables listed on the lefthand side of Figure 1 plus controls for age and sex. We then add indicators of early school context -average school SES (measured by the obverse of the proportion of students eligible for free or subsidized lunches) and whether respondents attended a mostly minority school (measured by the proportion of Hispanic, black and Asian students). Lastly, we add the effects of academic performance and ambition in early school years, as indexed by grade point averages and by respondents' expectations of a college or post-graduate degree. An extensive literature on occupational and educational achievement has consistently shown school grades and early educational expectations to be strong predictors of these outcomes (Sewell et al. 1969; Haller and Portes 1973; Feliciano and Rumbaut 2005; Kao and Tienda 1998) .
The successive models reflect the family-to-school transition, as experienced by our respondents. The first model focuses on the exogenous variables presented in Figure  1 , parental characteristics and modes of incorporation. Table 3 presents OLS nested models of educational and occupational attainment; ing models for downward assimilation. DAI is a count variable and, hence, OLS regression is inappropriate. Count variables can be modeled as Poisson processes except that Poisson regression makes the restrictive assumption of equidispersion (μ = σ 2 ). For that reason, we use negative binomial regression, which allows for overdispersion (Long 1997) . Like Poisson, exponentiated NBR coefficients indicate the net increase/decrease in probabilities associated with a unit increase in each predictor.
The first column of Table 3 shows the significant tendency of males and older students to have lower levels of educational attainment. Recall that age was measured when respondents were in the 8 th and 9 th grades and, hence, this is the effect of falling behind the respective age cohort. Results confirm the expected strong effects of parental status and two-parent families in fostering educational attainment. To avoid clutter, we limit nationality effects to the three groups known to experience the most disadvantaged modes of incorporation, plus the two consistently most advantaged nationalities in our sample. The reference category for these national origins is the rest of the CILS sample composed of children from 70 nationalities. Average scores for this reference category in all predictors and in the dependent variables are similar to those of the full sample, making it a suitable base of comparison. Laotian/Cambodian respondents are not included because of their parents' favorable mode of incorporation as political refugees. Separate analyses (not shown) indicate that the poor outcomes for second generation Laotians and Cambodians are entirely due to very low parental socio-economic status and not to any contextual disadvantage. After parental SES is controlled, no ethnic effect is observable.
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The pattern of nationality effects generally corresponds to theoretical expectations, with second generation Chinese/Koreans displaying net positive effects on educational attainment. Second generation Mexicans are at the opposite end. On the other hand, there are no significant net effects associated with Cuban origin or with the two predominantly black nationalities -Haitians and Jamaican/West Indians -after other variables are controlled.
The second and third panels display the effects of early high school contexts and early academic outcomes, respectively. As anticipated, average school SES significantly improves final educational outcomes, while attending a minority school in the 8 th and 9 th grades has the opposite effect. Much stronger, as shown by the respective t-values, are the effects of early school grades and educational expectations. Each of these exceeds at least 15 times its standard error. Each additional grade point in early high school leads to a net increase of almost three-fourths of a year in final educational attainment. The influence of the two parental variables, although attenuated, remains significant. With other variables controlled, the effects of Chinese-Korean and Mexican origin disappear, while those of Cuban and Haitian origin become significant. The first effect corresponds to theoretical expectations, given the positive mode of incorporation of most first-generation Cubans, but the second does not.
The pattern of effects on occupational attainment is similar, albeit with some important differences. Contrary to expectations, two-parent families do not affect this outcome, while attending a minority school has a significant positive effect. This result Segmented Assimilation in the Second Generation • 747 reflects the presence in the CILS sample of almost 100 percent Hispanic private bilingual schools in South Florida. Graduates of these schools do quite well, on average, in the labor market. 7 The effect is also observable on educational attainment, although it only emerges when other variables are controlled. On the other hand, parental status, early school grades and educational ambition continue to have the expected positive influences. With other variables controlled, Cuban Americans display a significant advantage in occupational status, while Mexican Americans experience the opposite. Haitian Americans do not derive any occupational advantage from their higher-thanexpected educational attainment. Table 4 presents comparable results for the index of downward assimilation. As predicted, the pattern of effects runs parallel but opposite to those just examined. Negative coefficients, in this instance, indicate positive outcomes, as they reflect lesser incidents of downward assimilation. The first model, limited to the exogenous variables, shows the strong inhibiting effects of parental status and two-parent families. Higher incidence of downward assimilation is present among males and among members of all nationalities associated with a negative mode of incorporation. The Mexican-American coefficient is strong, exceeding five times its standard error and translating into a 47 percent greater likelihood of downward assimilation, controlling for other variables.
Introduction of school contextual variables and early academic outcomes attenuates these effects, but does not eliminate them. The Cuban effect remains marginally significant in the direction of inhibiting downward assimilation, but those associated with Haitian, Jamaican and Mexican origin run in the opposite direction. Despite experiencing no net disadvantage in educational or occupational attainment and a positive educational effect (for Haitians), the two predominantly black minorities continue to be significantly at risk. They join Mexican Americans in exemplifying the stubborn effect of a negative mode of incorporation: even after doing well in school, these Caribbean groups continue to experience negative outcomes in terms of unemployment, arrests, and incarceration. The significant contextual effect of minority schools in inhibiting downward assimilation is likely due to the presence in the CILS sample of 100 percent Hispanic bilingual (and typically private) schools in Miami. As with educational attainment, this effect emerges only with academic grades and expectations controlled.To test the robustness of these findings, we replicated the analysis with DAI as a dichotomy (zero downward assimilation events vs. one or more) using probit regression. The first set of models in Table 5 approaches missing data conservatively on the basis of listwise deletion; the second, in Table 6 , answers the question of what would happen if missing cases had experienced one or more negative events, as the overlap between predictors of "missingness" and downward assimilation suggests. The first set of probit models in Table 5 replicates, in all its essentials, the results already described. As in the previous NBR regressions, the family SES coefficient is reduced by half after academic grades and educational expectations enter the equation, indicating that parental status influence is largely mediated by these intervening variables. Nationality effects follow the same patterns noted earlier with no Under the assumption of missing cases experiencing at least one negative life event, the sample is restored to its original size and the effect of parental status becomes stronger (Table 6 ). Older respondents are at greater risk of downward assimilation, as are males until grades and expectations are introduced. The strongest factors inhibiting this path continue to be two-parent families and the school variables, particularly academic grades and educational ambition. The Haitian, West Indian and Mexican coefficients remain significant, running in the opposite direction. We interpret this result as confirming that the handicaps associated with a negative mode of incorporation for specific nationalities endure even after taking family variables, school contexts, and academic achievement and ambition into account.
Latent Variable Models
For a different look at these data, we divided the six indicators composing DAI into those indicative of deviant events (incidents of arrests and incarceration) and those reflecting other negative events (early school abandonment, poverty, unemployment and early parenthood). For convenience, these components are labeled "Deviant DA" and "Other DA." We estimate multiple indicator/multiple cause models with these two latent variables (Bollen 1989) . As shown in Figure 2 , all covariates are allowed to influence both dependent variables. We treat all DA indicators as categorical (ordinal) and estimate the model using Mplus version 4.2. Models are non-nested and all predictors in tables 4, 5 and 6 are included. In these models, we employ listwise deletion and the Mplus FIML estimator that retains observations missing on individual indicators, but restructures the likelihood function to adjust for the missing. Results are presented in Table 7 .
Specification of two latent dependent variables allows us to understand more clearly patterns of causation in the data. It is evident, under both model specifications, that males are far more prone to experience incidents of deviant downward assimilation. The corresponding gender effect actually changes sign for other DA, reflecting the greater incidence of teenage childbearing among girls. The protective effect of two-parent families is stronger in preventing deviance than in preventing other negative events, such as poverty, unemployment or child-bearing; the opposite is the case for the effect of family SES. The two school contextual variables also prove less effective in preventing deviance than other negative events. Grades and educational expectations in early high school are strong inhibitors of both types of downward assimilation although, as with the effect of intact families, their preventative influence is stronger on Deviant DA. Nationality effects are similar to those noted previously, except that the Mexican effect is much stronger on deviance than on other forms of downward assimilation. This result reflects the high incidence of arrests and incarceration among Mexican Americans, especially males. West Indian youths are next to Mexicans in displaying the resilient influences of a negative mode of incorporation on both forms of downward assimilation. On the other hand, the effect of a positive reception for Cuban refugees ceases to be significant when other variables are controlled.
Interaction Effects
We have seen the main effects of school context, as measured by average school SES and the indicator of minority school. Both turn out to have positive and significant effects on the dependent variables. In order to examine interaction effects between school contexts and other predictors, we dichotomize the CILS school sample into high vs. low SES schools at the mean of the school SES distribution (54.54). Given the unique character of our indicator of minority schools, influenced by the presence of private Hispanic schools in Miami, we shift this analysis to the percentage of black students, dichotomizing the corresponding school distribution at its mean (15%). To avoid clutter, we limit the analysis to determinants of DAI. As seen previously, determinants of educational and occupational achievement mirror, in reverse, those of downward assimilation. Table 8 presents results of regressing DAI on the full set of predictors for each type of school. The focus of the analysis is on differences across schools. To assess them, we rely on a simple t-test:
; this is justified under the assumption that the sampling distribution of all coefficients is asymptotically normal. Notes: Z-values in parentheses. #p < .10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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There are no major differences in the pattern of causation across different types of schools, indicating the basic robustness of the previous model. The only significant difference between high-and low-SES schools is the effect of parental status that is much stronger in the poorer schools. This suggests that family background is more important in preventing downward assimilation when the outside context is less favorable; in more favorable environments, the key role devolves into the school achievement variables, as shown by the stronger influences of academic grades and ambition. The pattern of nationality effects is the same although, with samples reduced by half, only two remain significant: Cuban origin continues to inhibit downward assimilation, while Mexican origin promotes it. To be noted, in particular, is that higher-status schools do not attenuate these differences. .59
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Factor Loadings (R-Squared) Unemployed #p < .10 *p < .05 **p < .01 ***p < .001
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Results between schools with different black/white compositions are similar, except that Mexican-origin students who attended majority white schools did significantly worse later in life. The handicap associated with their national origin concentrates in this type of school, as no significant effect is apparent among Mexican Americans who went to schools with a higher number of black students. These results do not imply that there is less downward assimilation in the latter schools. In fact, on average, there is more. However, second generation groups from disadvantaged nationalities do not differ significantly from others in these environments. Handicaps associated with a negative mode of incorporation become much more visible and, hence, statistically significant in majority white schools.
The overall conclusion is that the pattern of effects observed for the sample as a whole tends to hold across schools with different class and racial compositions. The single exception is the greater relative effect of national disadvantage in the more privileged institutions. Mexican and other parents from similar backgrounds who strive to place their children in high-SES, majority white schools may not be helping their children as much as they think. Higher-status schools do not mitigate the handicaps of a negative mode of incorporation and those where white students predominate tend to make them ever more salient. By themselves, more privileged school environments appear to do nothing to protect children from the more at-risk groups from downward assimilation.
Discussion
Results from this analysis demonstrate that the assimilation of the second generation in America is neither uniform nor always benign. Distinct paths exist, some of which lead to successful integration into the mainstream, but others lead downward. These contrasting outcomes are not random, but are patterned by a set of causal forces that cumulate over time -from immigrant parents' traits and experiences to what happens to their children in schools. Results from CILS show significant differences in education, occupation and other defining life events across major immigrant nationalities. The analysis demonstrates that these differences are resilient and do not disappear after taking other relevant predictors, including parental human capital and family composition into account.
We believe that the most plausible explanation for these enduring national differences lies in the distinct modes of incorporation encountered by various groups in the United States. Unless one wishes to resort to theories of racial or cultural inferiority, the consistent handicaps observed among Mexican Americans and black Caribbeans -even after controlling for individual, family and school characteristics -must be linked to the unfavorable context encountered by first-generation immigrants in the United States. Cultural theories are further weakened by the fact that Cubans, a group culturally close to Mexicans, exhibit a very different profile in indicators of achievement and adaptation.
The distinct adaptation paths uncovered by CILS would have been blurred, had it been based on a cross-section of second-generation adults. By then, the near 20 percent of second-generation Mexican and West Indian males in prison would have 756 • Social Forces 89(3) disappeared from view, as would probably many unemployed school dropouts and teen mothers. The bias created by their omission would inevitably lead to an over-optimistic assessment of adaptation outcomes in the second generation. This is, regretfully, what has happened with other studies that, based on cross-sectional data, proclaimed findings of second-generation advantage and, by implication, the absence of any serious handicap among members of this population. The importance of what is at stake requires additional discussion. Fortunately, other recent evidence bears on the issue in ways that address the implications of our findings. Telles and Ortiz' (2008) recent longitudinal study of Mexican Americans, for example, documents a similar pattern of segmented assimilation in the second generation, followed by educational and occupational stagnation in subsequent ones. Paralleling earlier results by Hirschman and Falcon (1985) , Telles and Ortiz conclude that there is no evidence of an inevitable linear progression across generations. Instead, descendants of immigrants who failed to reach the middle class in the first or second generations remain pretty much where their ancestors were. That is why, Telles and Ortiz conclude, the Mexican American population as a whole continues to occupy a subordinate position in the American hierarchies of wealth and power, despite multiple generations in the country. The growing literature on second-generation youth gangs or maras offers additional evidence bearing on the same point. The proliferation of Mexican and Central American gangs, including the much feared mara Salvatrucha, is a direct outgrowth of downward assimilation in the second generation. The "Salvatrucha," the "Dieciocho," and similar gangs were created by disaffected children of Mexican, Salvadoran and Guatemalan migrants who grew up in poverty in California (Allegro 2006; Grascia 2004) . Parents commonly lacked documentation; they found employment only in the humblest jobs and settled in the worst sections of the city. In these settings, their children were confronted daily with the realities of the drug trade and experienced repeated attacks by gangs of domestic youths (Vigil 2002) . To defend themselves, they created their own gangs. When foreign-born, but U.S.-raised members of these gangs were deported to their native countries, they proceeded to recreate there the same criminal practices that they had learned in American streets and to recruit local youths in the process (Grascia 2004; Boermann 2007) .
The "maras" and other second-generation gangs have grown exponentially, thriving among other concentrations of poor immigrants in the United States (Allegro 2006; Boermann 2007) . It is thus disconcerting how some researchers could proclaim a uniform assimilation path reflecting "advantage." While today's second generation is moving ahead educationally and occupationally relative to their parents, that result obscures two other important points. First, the very low educational and occupational backgrounds of many immigrant parents implies that their children could scarcely go lower. Second, the substantial rates of arrest, incarceration, ado- lescent childbearing and other negative outcomes are concentrated among members of the same groups. When the proportion of Mexican-and Caribbean-origin young males in prison almost matches that of black Americans, and when the rates of adolescent childbearing and school abandonment among major second-generation nationalities exceed those of domestic minorities, the ground for celebratory statements becomes much shakier.
From a policy standpoint, the implications of segmented assimilation are clear. A sizeable proportion of legal immigrants with high levels of human capital is poised to follow a smooth adaptation path, with the majority of their offspring achieving high levels of education and moving solidly into the middle class. At the other extreme, there is the mass of poor and unskilled immigrants coming to fill the labor needs of the American economy. These immigrants face the challenges posed by the poor areas where they settle with few individual resources or external assistance.
Downward assimilation may be regarded as the consequence of the clash between the benefits of unauthorized labor, that are privatized, and its costs, that are socialized. If manual workers are needed in agriculture, construction and other sectors of the economy, they should be brought legally and encouraged to return home after a period of time (Massey 1998; Portes 2007) . However, those who settle and create families on this side of the border should be vigorously assisted, to minimize the realities documented by this research. Additional results show that a proactive stance by teachers and counselors and external voluntary support programs can make a significant difference helping children of immigrants overcome the handicaps of a negative mode of incorporation (Fernández-Kelly 2008; Konczal and Haller 2008) . Active external intervention in support of these families and their aspirations is needed, lest the country's hunger for cheap labor devolves over time in the emergence of a new underclass. The proven effectiveness of external voluntary programs targeting these youths offers a blueprint and a ray of hope in an otherwise troubling landscape. Notes 1. Although there are individual differences in this variable, the governmental, public, and co-ethnic context receiving members of the same national group tends to be fairly uniform, especially if they arrive in the same area. For example, Mexican immigrants settling in Southern California -many of them undocumented -confront the same unreceptive governmental and public attitudes and have recourse to the same frail and generally poor co-ethnic communities. Rather different is the reception accorded to Chinese and Koreans -legal immigrants for the most part, who settle in close proximity to the economically strong enclaves created by their co-ethnics. For this reason, we use national origin as a suitable empirical proxy for modes of incorporation, relying on past research to identify the tripartite contexts of reception for each immigrant group. We examine below the extent to which nationality effects, reflecting the known modes of incorporation of each group, remain after controlling for other predictors.
2. The large Cuban sample is composed of children from families who arrived prior to the Mariel exodus of 1980 and those who came during and after Mariel. Pre-Mariel Cuban exiles generally came from the upper and middle strata of pre-revolutionary Cuba and they were well received by the American public and Federal government, which accorded them generous resettlement assistance. This stance changed with the Mariel exodus of 1980, during and after which new Cuban arrivals came to be perceived as another group of impoverished Third World refugees, not too different from Haitians arriving at the same time. (Portes and Stepick 1993) . This shift in modes of incorporation, plus the declining human capital of post-Mariel Cubans, lead us to expect significant differences in second generation outcomes between children of pre-and post-Mariel parents. To preserve comparability with the rest of the nationalities, we do not split the Cuban sample in the following analysis. However, using year of arrival of father and mother, as reported by our respondents, it is possible to demonstrate significant differences in adaptation outcomes between the two components of the Cuban second generation. These differences consistently favor the offspring of pre-1980 Cuban exiles. These results are available from the authors upon request.
3. Rumbaut (2005) conducted a parallel analysis of second generation outcomes based on pooled data from various years of the Current Population Survey. Unlike the decennial census which lacks a question on parental nativity, making it impossible to identify second generation nationalities, the CPS does, although samples from individual years are too small to yield reliable results. The pooled sample by Rumbaut does, and his figures, although not the same as those from CILS, parallel its main results. Rumbaut's analysis demonstrates the same basic bifurcation in education, early childbearing, and rates of incarceration among the offspring of high human capital immigrants coming from Asia and among those of poorly-educated migrants coming from Mexico and Central America.
4. The income indicator is based on annualized monthly earnings for respondents living independently at the time of the CILS-III survey or family income for respondents living at home with one or both parents or married. These figures were then compared with the 2003 poverty threshold for unrelated individuals and for families, respectively. Poverty is coded 1 when individual or family income falls below the threshold. In 2003, approximately half of the sample (53%) were still living in their parents' homes and most of the rest (38.4%) were living in their own place. The remainder (8.6%) were either institutionalized or had no fixed residence.
5. Unlike scales built to represent a single latent dimension, count variables aggregate different events that are not necessarily correlated, although they reflect a common trend. For example, Kalleberg, Reskin and Hudson (2001) aggregated different indicators of what they took to represent "bad jobs" that did not necessarily correlate with one another. Similarly, in our case, having a child in adolescence is not highly related to being incarcerated, although the two events can be defined as negative adaptation outcomes.
6. Rumbaut (2005) reports similar results for this immigrant group.
7. These schools are mostly attended by children of middle-class Cuban families plus a sprinkling of other Latin Americans. They were created by Cuban exiles arriving in the 1960s and 1970s to provide their children with an education comparable to that formerly offered by private schools in Havana. The inclusion of these schools in the "minority" category is a peculiarity of the CILS sample and likely accounts for the contrary-to-expected effects of this predictor. For additional details, see Portes and Stepick 1993, Ch. 6. 
